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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed on November 9, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-4 and 6-25 have been examined. 

Response to Amendments 

3. Per Applicants 1 request, claims 1, 10, 12, 18, 22, 24, and 25 have been amended and 
claim 5 has been canceled. 

4. The objection to claim 10 is withdrawn in view of Applicants' amendments. 

Response to Arguments 

5. The Applicants are thanked for a thorough reply. Applicants' arguments with respect 
to claims 1-4 and 6-25 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Claim Objection 

6. Claim 22, line 16, the phrase is considered to read as - -setting said level of support 
to basic [[is]] jf said option is selected, wherein 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 02 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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8. Claims 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent 
No. 6,754,885 to Dardinski et al. (art made of record, hereinafter "Dardinski"). 
Claim 12: 

Dardinski discloses a process control system, comprising: 

a computer comprising a source control system with a selectable level of 
source control for at least one control strategy (e.g., selectable level of source control as 
Control Levels, col. 70:32-39; col. 70: 46 - coo.71: 25; a control strategy as Control 
Algorithm object, col.2: 25-42, col.9: 33-43); and 

a network coupling said computer to a controller that communicates with 
one or more devices to provide process control (e.g., FIG. 1, Network 14, Workstation 
11, Controllers 10A-B, Device 12, col.8: 23-59; FIG. 2, process control in blocks 29-32 
to control Valve 18, Tanks 20 and 22, col.9: 20-29); 

wherein said at least one control strategy in said source control system is 
loadable from said computer to said controller to provide said process control according 
to said control strategy (e.g., Control Algorithm object (control strategy) is downloaded 
to field controllers/devices to provide control process on Valve 18, Tanks 20 and 22, col. 
2:25-42; col.9: 33-43, 20-29). 

Claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 12 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses a database to 
store source control information associated with said at least one control strategy, 

including a version number (e.g., col.79: 21-25; col.77: 51-60). 

i 

Claim 14: 

The rejection of claim 13 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said selectable 
level of source control is no source control and further wherein a version number is 
entered manually when said at least one control strategy is saved (e.g., col. 54: 39-64). 



Claim 15: 



Application/Control Number: 10/729,772 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2192 

i 

The rejection of claim 13 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said selectable 
level of source control is basic source control and further wherein a version number is 
automatically incremented when said at least one control strategy is saved (e.g., col. 54: 
65-col.55: 14). 

Claim 16: 

The rejection of claim 13 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said selectable 
level of source control is full source control and further wherein a version number is 
automatically incremented when said at least one control strategy is checked-in (e.g., 
col.55: 23-63). 

Claim 17: 

The rejection of claim 12 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said selectable 
level of source control is selected from the group consisting of: a preference, a license, 
an installation configuration, and a user interface (e.g., col. 70: 32-39; col. 70: 46 - 
ool.71:25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 03 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

10. Claims 1-11 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dardinski in view of US Patent No. 6,971,093 to Spring (art made of record, 
hereinafter "Spring"). 
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Claim 1: 

Dardinski discloses a method of source control, comprising: 

operating a source control system on a computer that is coupled via a 
network to a controller that communicates with one or more devices to provide process 
control (e.g., FIG. 1, Process Control System (source control system) resides on 
Workstation 11, col.8: 35-43; Controllers 10A-B, col.8: 44-59; FIG. 2, Controllers 10A- 
B communicates with Devices 12A, Sensors 24 and 26 to provide process control on 
Valve 18, Tanks 20 and 22, col.9: 20-29); 

enabling in said source control system a level of source control from a 
selection of at least two levels (e.g., at least two levels in Revision Levels, col. 59: 49-54; 
Version History, col. 59: 56 - col. 60: 31 ); and 

automatically or manually setting a version number of an object of said 
source control system (e.g., an object as Control Algorithm object, col. 79: 21-25, col. 77: 
51-60; FIGs. 46-47, setting version number, col. 53: 54 - col.54: 38), 

wherein said object is a control strategy loadable to said controller to 
provide said process control (e.g., col. 2: 25-42; col.9: 33-43). 

Dardinski discloses different Revision levels (col. 59: 49-54), Object Check-Out 
(FIG. 46), Object Check-In (FIG. 47), Version History (FIG. 52), but does not explicitly 
disclose [automatically or manually setting a version number of an object of said source 
control system] depending on said level. 

However, in an analogous art of version control, further discloses automatically 
or manually setting a version number of an object depending on level (e.g., col.9: 16-46, 
manually setting a version number when module is newly created and automatically 
setting a version number when said module is modified/updated). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Spring into that of Dardinsky. One 
would have been motivated to do so to correctly identify different versions of a software 
module as suggested by Spring (e.g., col. 3: 48 - col.4: 49). 
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Claim 2: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses providing a 
capability to switch said level of source control to another level (e.g., col. 59: 49-54, 
col.59: 56-col.60: 31). 

Claim 3: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses automatically 
setting said version number is based on a degree of change to said object (e.g., FIGs. 
46-47, col.53: 54 - col.54: 38). 

Claim 4: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses storing 
attributes associated with said object in a database (e.g., col.79: 21-25; col. 77: 51-60). 

Claim 6: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said at least two 
levels are level none, level basic, and level full (e.g., col. 70: 46 - col.71 : 24). 

Claim 7: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses for said level 
none, said method further comprises: receiving user-entered text for said version 
number; setting a created-by name set upon receiving a first save changes request; 
setting a modified-by name upon receiving a save changes request; setting a date- 
created date upon receiving said first save changes request; and setting a version date 
upon receiving said save changes request (e.g., FIG. 48, Revision Editor, col.54: 39-64; 
FIG. 49: Revision Dialog Box, col.54: 65 - col. 55: 14). 



Claim 8: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses for said level 
basic, said method further comprises: automatically incrementing said version number 
upon receiving a save changes request, including a first save changes request; setting 
a created-by name upon receiving said first save changes request; setting a modified^-by 
name upon receiving said save changes request, including, a first save changes 
request; setting a date-created date upon receiving said first save changes request; 
setting a version date upon receiving said save changes request, including a first save 
changes request; and displaying said version number (e.g., FIG. 50: col. 55; 23-63). 

Claim 9: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said version 
number is incremented differently for minor changes than for major changes (e.g., 
col.55: 65 - col.56: 48). 

Claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses for said level 
full, said method further comprises: supporting a qualification life cycle model; providing 
a version control system toolbar and menu; automatically incrementing said version 
number upon check-in, including a first check-in wherein said version number is 
generated; displaying said version number; setting a created-by name upon said first 
check-in; setting a modified-by name upon said check-in, including said first check-in; 
in; setting a date-created date upon said check-in, including said first check- setting a 
version date upon said check-in; receiving a check-in comment; and providing a version 
history and audit trail (e.g., FIGs. 52-53: col.59: 57 -col.60: 31). 

Claim 11: 

The rejection of claim 10 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses said version 
number is incremented differently for minor changes than for major changes, according 
to user preferences (e.g., col.55: 65 - col.56: 48). 
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Claim 18: 

As set forth in claims 1 and 12, Dardinski discloses a method for providing a 
source control system for a process control system, comprising: operating said source 
control system on a computer that is coupled via a network to a controller that 
communicates with one or more devices to provide process control; receiving in said 
source control system a selection from at least two levels of source control for an object 
of said source control system; providing a user-enterable version number or an 
automatically incremented version number when an-said object is stored, wherein said 
object is a control strategy loadable to said controller to provide said process control. 

Dardinski does not explicitly disclose providing a user-enterable version number 
when an-said object is stored, if said selection is a first level; and providing an 
automatically incremented version number when an-said object is stored, if said 
selection is a second level. 

However, in an analogous art of version control, Spring further discloses 
providing a user-enterable version number when said object is stored, if said selection is 
a first level and providing an automatically incremented version number when said 
object is stored, if said selection is a second level (e.g., col.9: 16-46, manually setting a 
version number when module is newly created (first level) and automatically setting a 
version number when said module is modified/updated (second level)). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Spring into that of Dardinsky. One 
would have been motivated to do so to correctly identify different versions of a software 
module as suggested by Spring (e.g., col.3: 48 - col.4: 49). 

Claim 19: 

The rejection of claim 18 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses providing an 
automatically incremented version number when said object is checked-in, if said 
selection is a third level (e.g., col. 55: 23-63). 
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Claim 20: 

The rejection of claim 18 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses changing said 
selection to another of said at least two levels of source control (e.g., col. 54: 39-64; 
col.54: 65 - col.55: 14). 

Claim 21: 

The rejection of claim 18 is incorporated. Dardinski also discloses updating 
attributes of said object based on said selection (e.g., col. 53; 54 - col.54: 38). 

11. Claims 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dardinski in view of US Patent Publication No. 2003/0156719 A1 to Cronce (art made of 
record, hereinafter "Cronce"). 
Claim 22: 

Dardinski discloses a computer readable medium having executable instructions 
stored thereon to perform a method of providing configurable levels of support for a 
source control system, said method comprising: 

operating said source control system on a computer that is coupled via a 
network to a controller that communicates with one or more devices to provide process 
control (e.g., FIG. 1, col.8: 23-59); 

at least one control strategy of said source control system; wherein said 
at least one control strategy is loadable from said computer to said controller to provide 
said process control according to said at least one control strategy (e.g., col.9: 20-29; 
col.2: 25: 42; col.9: 33-43). 

Dardinski does not explicitly disclose receiving a request for a level of support, 
determining whether a full level of support is licensed, determining whether an option for 
a basic level of support is selected, setting said level of support to full, if said full level of 
support is licensed, and setting said level of support to basic is said option is selected. 
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However, in an analogous art of providing licensed software, Cronce further 
discloses receiving a request for a level of support, determining whether a full level of 
support is licensed, determining whether an option for a basic level of support is 
selected, setting said level of support to full, if said full level of support is licensed, and 
setting said level of support to basic is said option is selected (e.g., [0002], [0037], 
[0058], [0060]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Cronce into that of Dardinsky. One 
would have been motivated to do so to provide licensed software and control said 
licensed software usage based on full, partial, basic, or trial levels as suggested by 
Cronce (e.g., [0002], [0010-0012]). 

Claim 23: 

The rejection of claim 22 is incorporated. Cronce further discloses a default for 
said level of support is none (e.g., [0037], [0058]). 

Claim 24: 

Dardinsky discloses a computer readable medium having executable instructions 
stored thereon to perform a method of changing configurable levels of support for a 
source control system, said method comprising: 

operating said source control system on a computer that is coupled via a 
network to a controller that communicates with one or more devices to provide process 
control (e.g., FIG. 1 , col.8: 35-59; FIG. 2, col.9: 20-29); 

an object of source control, which is loadable from said computer to said 
controller to provide said process control according to said object (e.g., col. 2: 25-42; 
col.9: 33-43). 

Cronce further discloses receiving a request from a user to change a level, 
determining whether a full level is licensed, determining whether said request is to 
change from none to basic, determining whether said request is to change from basic to 



Application/Control Number: 10/729,772 
Art Unit: 2192 



Page 1 1 



none, performing said request when said request is to change from none to basic or 
from basic to none, and storing a new level (e.g., [0002], [0037], [0058], [0060], full, 
partial, basic, trial levels; user stops using software after trial period (none) or trial 
period expires). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Cronce into that of Dardinsky. One 
would have been motivated to do so to provide licensed software and control said 
licensed software usage based on full, partial, basic, or trial levels as suggested by 
Cronce (e.g., [0002], [0010-0012]). 

Claim 25: 

Dardinsky discloses a computer readable medium having executable instructions 
stored thereon to perform a method of updating version attributes based on a level of 
source control, said method comprising: 

operating said source control system on a computer that is coupled via a 
network to a controller that communicates with one or more devices to provide process 
control (e.g. FIG. 1 , col.8: 35-59); 

an object of said control system (e.g. , col.2: 25-42); 

determining whether said object is new (e.g., col. 53: 54 - col. 54: 38); 

setting a version number to a first version number, when said object is 
new (e.g., FIG. 52, col.59: 57 - col.60: 5); 

updating version attributes of said object (e.g., col. 53: 54 - col. 54: 38); 

and 

incrementing said version number, when said object is not new, wherein 
said object is loadable from said computer to said controller to provide said process 
control according to said object (e.g., FIG. 45, col. 52: 7-14; col.59: 57 - col.60; 5). 

Cronce further discloses determining whether an object is licensed, determining 
whether a basic level is selected, receiving a save changes request for said object, 
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updating version attributes of said object according to whether said full level is licensed 
and whether said basic level is selected (e.g., [0002], [0037], [0058], [0060]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Cronce into that of Dardinsky. One 
would have been motivated to do so to provide licensed software and control said 
licensed software usage based on full, partial, basic, or trial levels as suggested by 
Cronce (e.g., [0002], [0010-0012]). 

Conclusion 

12. Applicants' amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner Thuy 
Dao (Twee), whose telephone is (571) 272 8570. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, and Friday from 6:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam, can be reached at (571) 272 3695. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273 8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571) 272 2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



T. Dao 




SUPERVISOR^ ■" 



